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My relationship with the EAA dates back to its early times. In 1995, together with the core 
group of what is now the Institute of Heritage Sciences (Incipit), I had the privilege to organize 
the First Annual Meeting in Santiago de Compostela. Twenty years have now gone by. I was 
then a member of the Editorial Committee for a while, and was elected as an ordinary member 
of the Executive Board (2001-2004). I was lucky enough to work closely with Kristian 
Kristiansen and Willem Willems, which gave to me an overall idea of the role that EAA could 
play within the major transformations taking place in our discipline, as well as in science, 
society and politics at the dawn of the twenty-first century.
Now I feel I have gained the experience and management skills to run for the position of 
president of the EAA, and am able to devote the effort that this requires. Between 2003 and 
2008 I was the head of the Human and Social Sciences Section of the Spanish National 
Research Council (CSIC); during that time I was in charge of 17 different research institutes 
employing more than 1,400 people working in almost every field of the Humanities and Social 
Sciences. From 2009 to 2013 I was the manager of the Area of Science and Society of the 
Ibero-American Programme for Science, Technology and Development (CYTED), responsible 
for an annual call to fund networks on Science-Technology-Society (STS) Studies and 
coordinating a net of networks on that topic between Ibero-American countries, something that 
provided me with substantial expertise in international cooperation on research and a proper 
knowledge of the current situation in Latin America. I am now the director of the Incipit, a small 
and recently created institute that is a part of the Spanish National Research Council (CSIC), 
based in the city of Santiago de Compostela and dedicated to transdisciplinary heritage 
studies. Despite having slightly interrupted my “normal” academic trajectory, these positions 
have given me the opportunity to widen my interests in the relationships between science, 
society and politics with solid expertise in science management, science politics and scientific 
administration, and with a solid grounding in knowledge transfer, STS studies and Public 
Science.
My main research concerns are Landscape Archaeology and critical heritage studies. 
However, my previous experience in science management also gave me a clear idea that 
Archaeology and Heritage are outstanding models of the complex ways in which symbolic 
capital is produced and valued in the knowledge society. The new models of scientific or 
heritage practices that are emerging, which are open to public participation and engagement, 
provide references for the immediate future of archaeology in museums and in the commercial 
and academic sectors. These areas offer alternative ways of re-thinking our discipline and 
conceiving new models of sustainable archaeological activity. This is especially helpful when 
we consider the dramatic impact of the economic crisis on commercial archaeology and the 
heritage sector in general. Moreover, current transformations in society and culture also affect 
the role of archaeological museums, administrations and universities. Archaeology is a 
privileged field to rethink reality from its unique perspective as an activity that is engaged in
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materiality, heritage, history, memory, identity and individualization. As a discipline that deals 
with the social construction of reality through materialisation processes in which human and 
non-human relationships of inequality (in political, economic, gender-related or racial terms) 
can be seen, archaeology is especially well positioned to understand a world in which things, 
technology and images play a leading role. In my opinion, these are the main challenges 
facing archaeology today, and the EAA, interacting vis-à-vis national and international bodies 
throughout Europe and other parts of the World, has a major role to play at this exciting time. 
However, we cannot conceal other problems that affect all of us, regardless of the specific 
position we occupy in the field of archaeology.
The EAA has developed in tandem with the construction of the European Union. More than 
twenty years after the Maastricht Treaty, this process has changed. On the one hand it has 
grown and become consolidated, while on the other hand, many people are not as enthusiastic 
about this political project today as they were in the past. Some people even consider that 
Europe is not the solution to their problems, but instead is the problem itself. It is easy to 
understand this if we consider the complex political geometry of Europe, the neoliberal 
reactions to the crisis that have come from each country, and the general downturn in 
European solidarity that has resulted from the current economic situation.
As an Association, we have grown with European ideals, and must continue to support them. 
Nevertheless, there is a feeling that what has led us to this point is no longer valid. The profile 
of an archaeological discipline based on the Malta Convention is in crisis. This is not only 
because of the economic downturn: perhaps we have not addressed other pressing issues 
that are knocking at archaeology’s door. Therefore, at the same time as having to think about 
new models of sustainable archaeology and heritage entrepreneurship, we must also seek 
new allies.
We must focus on a European archaeological community that goes beyond the EAA. After the 
DISCO project, we know that there are about 30,000 archaeologists in Europe, ten times more 
than those in the EAA. So how do we open the EAA to these archaeologists? Some of the 
priority tasks for the immediate future are: what are we going to say to them, how can we 
speak on their behalf (as in many cases they are the people who are suffering from the worst 
conditions in the profession), and how will we help to carry out Archaeology in a more socially 
and epistemologically relevant way, while improving the working conditions of archaeologists.
Beyond Europe, the EAA has to consolidate its relationships with other equivalent associations 
and professional communities, just as the last president, Friedrich Lüeth, began to do so
successfully. The focus on the SAA, WAC and Africa should not forget the importance of 
consolidating relations with Latin America and Asia, something that requires a positive 
decolonization of our thoughts and practices.
Another priority is to open up to other disciplinary communities engaged in material studies 
(such as Anthropology, History of Science, Arts, History, Architecture, Semiotics, Visual 
studies, and Museum and Fashion studies). Heritage is not a panacea: sometimes it is even
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a false friend, mostly when we advocate a standard but uncritical view of heritage, but it is the 
domain of reference for our work. And we cannot forget about the conflicts playing on the 
ground of heritage (ie. Isis attacks to historical sites).
We also should have a positive approach towards those who are involved in archaeology as 
amateurs and activists, to the general public, and to those whose curiosity about the past 
encourages our answers. Many of you are aware of the contradiction between the public 
prestige of the archaeological past, and the loss of social prestige of archaeologists and 
archaeological management.
All of these may appear to be difficult tasks for the EAA, but actually I think that they are quite 
straightforward, because this involves having a clear commitment towards developing an 
archaeology that is based on social trust, rather than solely on claims for scientific or 
heritage-based performance. Again the EAA, as a European Association with almost 3,000 
Archaeologists, is a core element for the creation and functioning of an archaeological 
institution in contact with various socially relevant actors. The important question today is 
what type of Archaeology do we want, and for what kind of society? In other words, the 
strong trend towards theoretical-methodological consensus that has now become the Writing 
Degree Zero of our practice, calls for readdressing politics (in the sense of discussion, 
dialogue, and taking cooperative action), as important questions cannot be solved through 
scientific discourse alone. In order to do this, we have the opportunity to build on the 
foundations laid by previous Presidents, Board Members and the EAA’s Prague Secretariat. 
In particular, the New Business Model and the comments from the members about the report 
made by Adrian Olivier after reviewing the executive and administrative functions and 
structures within the EAA (TEA 45, page 4-6), offer an opportunity to improve the 
management of the EAA and increase its capacity for action. An Association such as ours 
requires an up-to-date and professionalised management model, but it should also promote 
the values that have made the EAA strong (and also, I believe, the European social model): 
transparency and solidarity, combined with calls for a flat organisation and steady public 
participation.
We have never achieved a higher degree of reflexivity and self-awareness as we have today. 
Years of discussions between theoretical models and practices, intellectual stimulus and 
openness between them, the multiplication of data and analytical methods, and a science-
based orientation combined with narrative and interpretive practice, now allows us (in 
archaeology, the humanities, social sciences, hard sciences or simply the management of the 
present), to think about all of these topics in depth. We can talk in a way that is trans-
theoretical, and increasingly more transdisciplinary.
The main question that remains is how to transform this self-awareness into a future rationale 
that progressively overcomes the current cultural crisis: how to transform everything we know 
into a clear line of action for the EAA, one that promotes the changes that both 
archaeologists and society need.
